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EDITORIAL 


‘Britain without God’ - update 

A survey of the religious beliefs of 
10,000 people in 10 countries suggests 
the UK is among the most secular 
nations in the world. The interviews 
were carried out in January 2004 for a 
BBC programme What The World 
Thinks Of God. Levels of belief and 
religious activity in the UK are lower 
than in most countries and similar to 
those in Russia and South Korea. In 
most countries, well over 80% said 
they believed in God; 91% in the US 
but only 67% in the UK. Other 
countries surveyed were: Israel, India, 
Indonesia, Nigeria, Mexico and 
Lebanon. In most countries, over 80% 
agreed that belief in God made people 
better human beings, but only 56% in 
the UK. 29% of the UK said the 
world would be more peaceful without 
beliefs in God, but very few people in 
other countries agreed. 

With the statement: “God, or a 
‘higher power’, created the universe,” 
only 52% of the UK agreed, and the 


largest number disagreed (42%). 
Respective figures for the US were 
85% and 12%. Catholic/Protestant 


ratios were 16% : 47% in UK and 
27% : 35% in US. 19% of the UK 
claimed to be atheist or agnostic, 9°% 


in the US and 18% in Russia (76% 
Orthodox). 

A spokesperson for the Muslim 
Council of Britain said: “Religion, or 
Christianity especially, is certainly 
seen as more and more fair game, as a 
target to be lampooned, satirised. In 
Islam there is a difference, a clear 
sense of the sacred. You just cannot 
trivialise issues to do with God and 
death. These are serious issues in all 
our lives and ridiculing those concepts 
has perhaps made religion seem 
almost an optional extra, if you like.” 
[www.news.bbc.co.uk/1/hi/program 
mes/wtwtgod , 26 February 2004] 

The survey showed that the highest 
levels of belief are generally found in 
the poorer nations, yet the US is the 
richest nation polled, contradicting the 
argument of secular humanists that 


connects material prosperity and 
education with the modern 
‘enlightened, scientific world-view’, 


founded on the Theory of Evolution. 
As Newman Watts showed in 1935, 
their propaganda: “persists in using 
every argument which from time 
immemorial has been used against the 
existence of God, no matter how 
effectively that argument has been 
exploded.” [‘Anti-Religious Influence 
In Science’, Daylight 34]. In the US, 
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the activities of protestant Creationists, 
particularly over the past forty years, 
have significantly countered the effects 
of secular evolutionary education in 
schools. In the UK, however, we can 
see, in the widespread decline in 
religious faith and practice, the fruits 
of relentless propaganda for 
Darwinism by the BBC. Instead of 
providing the laity with an informed 
defence of the Church’s traditional 
doctrines, the Catholic Hhierachy, 
clergy and theologians, with few 
exceptions, have been deceived into 
accepting the godless behefs of the 
rationalists instead of sifting the wheat 
of scientific truths from the chaff of 
materialist ‘creation myths’. Donal 
Foley, master of the fine “Theotokos’ 
website, develops this argument in the 
leading article in this issue. 


Noah’s Flood - true history? 

The story of Noah and the Flood, told 
in Chapters 6-8 of Genesis, is a 
foundational scriptural text of 
Catholic Faith. Until the reform of the 
Holy Week Book in 1956, it was the 
‘second Prophesy’ used in the Holy 
Saturday (Easter Eve) liturgy. ‘This 
originated in the practice in the 
ancient Roman Church, part of the 
preparation of adult catechumens 
prior to Baptism. “Twelve lessons 
from the Old Testament, descriptive 
of God’s providential dealings with 
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man, were read in Greek and Latin, 
during which they received their final 
instructions in the faith.” — [‘Four 
Lectures on the Offices and Ceremonies of 
Holy Week’, N. Wiseman, 1837, p.64]. 

Few _ biblical can be 
represented so winsomely in graphic 
or model form than the Ark and its 
menagerie. Such visual aids, once used 
in catechising the young, are now 
viewed as simply children’s toys, and 
not as representing a true historical 
fact. However, Pope Pius XII warned, 
in Human Generis (1950): “These 
excerpts from current stories ,which 
are found in the sacred books, must 
not be put on a level with mere myths, 
or with legend in general.” [para. 39]. 
The article by John Campbell 
(d.1986), the founder of Daylght, 
argues that there are scientific reasons 
for belief in the world-wide flood. 


events 


Where is there Intelligent Life? 
My article offermg a Catholic 
viewpoint on extra-terrestrial aliens 
was written In response to a request 
from the Editor of UFO Review. ‘The 
magazine has since been replaced as 
an Internet site. It offers a more open 
forum than some UFO publications, 
including articles sceptical of UFOs 
and Darwinism. My thanks to the 
Editor, Stuart Miller, for including 
mine in the first issue, May 2004. 
www.uforeview.net 
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Genesis and the New Testament 


By Donal Anthony Foley 


There is something very disturbing 
about the state of both the Church 
and the world. Even on as essential a 
point as the existence of God, an 
increasing number of people in the 
West do not seem to acknowledge 
this most basic fact of revelation. And 
yet according to the First Vatican 
Council, this is something knowable 
by everyone, without exception, by 
the “natural light of human reason.” 


What has gone wrong that many 
people do not seem to recognize this? 
Up until about the mid-twentieth 
century, belief in God was still fairly 
widespread in the West, but had been 
under serious attack for a least a 
century before this. Of course, even 
before that, the religious beliefs of 
“intellectuals” had been seriously 
affected by the Enlightenment, but 
this was usually confined to a fairly 
small, if influential, minority. But for 
about the last century and a half in 
particular, belief in God has been 
gradually diminishing in what was 
once the Christian West. Given the 
authoritative nature of the above 
Vatican I statement, there must be a 
reason for this, there must be some 


“thing,” some belief which _ is 
powerful enough, and _ persuasive 
enough, to be able to negate the, 
“natural light of human reason,” 
(Vatican Council I, Canons, Of 
Revelation, I), which we are assured, 
by the solemn teaching authority of 
the Church, is sufficient for us to 
know God. 


Well, there are no prizes for guessing 
that the other “belief” being indicated 
here is belief in the theory of 
evolution, which might well be 
described as the dominating belief 
system now in the West. In fact so 
all-embracing has the influence of 
evolution now become _ that 
evolutionary ideas and principles are 
almost part of very air that we 
breathe. At the same time, there has 
been a decline in belief in many 
aspects of the Faith, as expressed in 
the Bible, and particularly the idea of 
creation, as found in the first chapters 
of the book of Genesis, and reiterated 
in the New Testament, especially in 
the words of Jesus, St Paul and St 
Peter. This article will concentrate on 
the theological aspects of this 
question, but there is ample material 
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on its practical and scientific aspects 
available on the Internet, e.g. via the 
“Theotokos” website [see end] 


The situation at present amongst 
many believers is of a general belief 
in evolution, but as a form of 
“theistic” evolution, that is one in 
which God is said to be acting as a 
guiding influence. However, as this 
article will seek to establish, it is 
difficult to see how theistic evolution 
can be squared with orthodox 
Catholic belief, since, in reality, belief 
in evolution is totally opposed to the 
Christian faith in all practical aspects, 
being based on the idea that man is 
progressing towards some more 
“perfect” form, is becoming “better,” 
in a word is naturally becoming 
“good.” But one of the clearest points 
to emerge from the opening chapter 
of the book of Genesis is that when 
God created the universe, the earth, 
the animals, and mankind, everything 
that was produced was immediately 
“good,” that is wholesome and 
perfect. It was only following the sin 
of the first human beings that, we are 
told, this goodness began to 
deteriorate and decline. So according 
to Genesis we started good and 
lapsed into evil, whereas evolution, 
whether theistic or atheistic turns this 
on its head. Obviously, even at this 
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most basic level, the two approaches 
are not really reconcilable. 


In addition, it is quite evident that, 
according to Genesis, we are meant 
to understand that God created 
everything without the necessity of 
there being the long periods of time 
required by evolutionary theories: 
God does not have to wait 
around—he speaks and __ things 
happen immediately—* ‘Let there be 
light;’ and there was light” (Gen 1:3). 
The same principle is present in the 
other creative acts: everything 
happens quickly at God’s command. 
In addition, the biblical account of 
the creation of man presents special 
problems for evolutionary thinking: 
“the Lord God formed man of dust 
from the ground, and breathed into 
his nostrils the breath of life; and man 
became a living being” (Gen 2:7). It is 
extremely difficult to see how this 
can be reconciled with 
evolutionary accounts of a 
ascent towards the first human beings 
through an enormously long chain of 
animal ancestors. Similarly, the 
creation of the first woman, from the 
man’s side presents huge problems 
for any evolutionary theory (Gen 
2:21-24). 


verse 
slow 


The traditional Catholic belief that 


the events recounted in Genesis 
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represent true history is clearly 
illustrated in the New Testament, in 
the attitude of Jesus towards the Old 
Testament, the “Scriptures” for the 
Jewish people of the day. It is clear 
from a straightforward reading of the 
Gospels that Jesus definitely viewed 
Genesis as historical; he referred to 
the creation and fall of mankind, to 
Satan, to Abel, to Noah, to the Flood, 
to Lot and the destruction of Sodom, 
and also referred to the Patriarchs, 
Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob. Down 
through the centuries, the Church 
has essentially accepted these texts in 
their literal sense, unless it is clear 
that a particular text is definitely 
meant to be understood in a 
metaphorical way; it is only with the 
recent desire to harmonize _ this 
understanding with evolutionary 
theories that this position has come 
into question. 


We can look at some of these in more 
detail: the creation of mankind was 
alluded to by Jesus in Matthew’s 
Gospel when he was discussing the 
question of divorce: “Have you not 
read that the one who made them 
Jrom the beginning made them male and 
female, and said, ‘For this reason a 
man shall leave his father and mother 
and be joined to his wife, and the two 
shall become one’? So they are no 
longer two, but one. What therefore 


God has joined together, let no man 
put asunder” (Mt 19:3-6). 


Verse five of this quotation—‘For 
this reason a man shall leave his 
father and mother and be joined to 
his wife, and the two shall become 
one flesh”—1is itself from Genesis 
2:24, with the impossibility of divorce 
being based on the total union 
between husband and wife: in 
marriage they become “one flesh,” 
just as Adam and Eve were “one 
flesh.” Here we have a quite clear 
affirmation that the creation of man 
and woman was something that took 
place from “the beginning,” and was 
not the end result of a process lasting 
untold millions of years. 


Similarly, in St Luke’s Gospel, we 
find another reference to the very 
early history of mankind, during 
Jesus’ criticism of the Pharisees and 
lawyers. He prophesied that they 
would have to answer for all the 
violence that had been done to God’s 
messengers, the prophets, in the past 
(Lk 11:47-51). In this text there is a 
reference to the first murder, that of 
Abel by his brother Cain (Gen 
4:1-16). 


Noah, too, was regarded as a real 
historical person by Jesus, being used 
as an example in his description of 
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the events that would happen at the 
time of the “day” of the Son of Man, 
that is during the climactic events 
towards the end of time and the 
second coming (Lk 17:22-27). The 
passage goes on to deal with Lot and 
the destruction of Sodom, 
regarding this as a historical event (Lk 
17:28-32). Abraham is mentioned 
repeatedly in the Gospels, being 
included with Isaac and Jacob in 
Jesus’ description of those who would 
eat at the feast in the kingdom of 
heaven, with the understanding that 
they had once really lived on earth 
(Mt 8:11). 


again 


Surely these texts are sufficient to 
make the point that Jesus regarded 
the book of Genesis—generally the 
Biblical book which comes in for the 
most criticism—as authentic and 
historical? The Church has adopted 
Jesus’ approach in seeing the Old 
Testament as a_ collection of 
historically reliable, inspired writings 
which are meant to be taken 
seriously. 


St Paul, too, spoke of these matters: 
“For Adam was formed first, then 
Eve; and Adam was not deceived, but 
the woman was deceived and became 

a transgressor,” (1 Tim 2:13). 
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Here, it is apparent that he regarded 
the creation and fall of mankind as 
being truly historical events. The next 
quotation, from the letter to the 
Corinthians, emphasises the creation 
of Adam from the dust of the earth, 
indicating that this is not meant to be 
taken as a metaphor or figure of 
speech. 


Thus it is written, “The first man 
Adam became a living being”; the 
last Adam became a life-giving 
spirit. But it is not the spiritual 
which is first, but the physical, and 
then the spiritual. The first man 
was from the earth, a man of dust; 
the second man is from heaven. 
As was the man of dust, so are 
those who are of the dust; and as 
is the man of heaven, so are those 
who are of heaven. Just as we have 
borne the image of the man of 
dust, we shall also bear the image 


of the man of heaven (1 Cor 
15:45-49). 


The following two quotations make 
the connection between sin and death 
quite clear, that is that the presence 
of death is due to the original sin, and 
that without this sin there would have 
been no such thing as death. 


Therefore as sin came into the 
world through one man, and 
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death through sin, and so death 
spread to all because all have 
sinned ... Yet death reigned from 
Adam to Moses, even over those 
whose sins were not like the 
transgression of Adam, who was a 
type of the one who was to come 
(Rom 5:12,14). 


For as by a man came death, by a 
also has come the 
resurrection of the dead. For as in 
Adam all die, so also in Christ 
shall all be made alive (1 Cor 
15:21-22). 


man 


This is not just the death of human 
beings, but death per se — death as 
something affecting 
mankind, animals and plants, and 
indeed all life on earth. Again, it is 
hard to see how this can be squared 
with the evolutionary view of millions 
of years of struggle between 
competing species, and billions upon 
billions of deaths, culminating in 
man. 


universally 


It should be carefully noted, too, that 
these are not texts that can be 
explained away as though Paul was 
only speaking in a _ metaphorical 
sense, and did not mean his words to 
be taken literally. These statements 
are as categorical as anything he 
and indeed start 


wrote, if we 


“explaining away” these texts where 
will such a process end? His words 
here are of the same order of 
seriousness, as for example, Jesus’ 
words on the necessity of receiving 
Holy Communion: "Truly, truly, I 
say to you, unless you eat the flesh of 
the Son of Man and drink his blood, 
you have no life in you.” (Jn 6:53) 
This, and many similar utterances of 
Jesus are categorical statements, and 
we are clearly meant to take them 
literally, and it is obvious, too, that St 
Paul’s statements about sin and death 


are in the same _ category of 
literalness. 
Jesus did sometimes speak in 


metaphorical terms, or in such a way 
that he obviously was not speaking 
literally, as in Matthew 5:27-30, when 
he spoke of “plucking out eyes” or 
“cutting off hands;” but these are 
clearly references to the need to avoid 
the occasions of sin, and any sensible 
person can understand this. 


In fact, Jesus spoke of the 
permanence and _ hence eternal 
truthfulness of his words as follows: 
“Heaven and earth will pass away, 
but my words will not pass away” (Mt 
24:35). Neither did he mince words 
when he said: "Think not that I have 
come to abolish the law or the 
prophets; I have not come to abolish 
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them but to fulfil them. For truly, I 
say to you, till heaven and earth pass 
away, not an iota, not a dot, will pass 
from the Law until all is 
accomplished. (Mt 5: 17-18). Or 
consider his obviously firm belief in 
the historicity of all the Old 
Testament, as evidenced in _ this 
statement: “... Scripture cannot be 


broken.” (Jn 10:35) 


If the New Testament, then, sees the 
events of Genesis as historical, how is 
it that many modern Catholics 
(although not the official documents 
of the Magisterium) reject — this 
approach, and try and fit all this into 
a theistic evolutionary framework, 
that is a view of evolution which sees 
God starting the process and then, 
perhaps, periodically intervening? 
Well, firstly, and very regrettably, a 
spirit of compromise has been at 
work in the Church for a long time 
now, a desire to accommodate 
Church teaching to worldly 
standards—this in fact goes a long 
way towards explaining things, but 
there is a deeper reason, as St Paul 
indicated long ago: “For the time is 
coming when people will not endure 
sound teaching, but having itching 
ears they will accumulate for 
themselves teachers to suit their own 
likings, and will turn away from 
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listening to the truth and wander into 
myths” (2 Tim 4:3-4). 


This is an uncomfortable passage, but 
for that very reason we must take it 
seriously, and indeed it would appear 
to give a very accurate picture of the 
modern world and many Christians 
today, who are apparently more 
ready to accept the “myth” of 
evolution than the words of Christ 
and the Bible. And it would seem that 
Paul was particularly indicating 
Catholics in this text, rather than 
unbelievers generally—he specifically 
refers to people who have been 
taught the truth but then turn away 
from it. This applies to believers 
rather than unbelievers. 


St Peter amplified this point, 
reiterating the historicity of the 
creation of the world and the flood: 


First of all you must understand 
this, that scoffers will come in the 
last days with scoffing, following 
their own passions and _ saying, 
“Where is the promise of his 
coming? For ever since the fathers 
fell asleep, all things have 
continued as they were from the 
beginning of creation.” They 
deliberately ignore this fact, that 
by the word of God _ heavens 
existed long ago and an earth 
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formed out of water and by means 
of water, through which the world 
that then existed was deluged with 
water and perished (2 Pet 3:3-6). 


Another “uncomfortable” text, but 
again it cannot be brushed aside. 
Peter also spoke of Noah and the 
Flood as follows, in the context of 
Christ preaching to those in the 
underworld, following his crucifixion 
and before his resurrection, and in 
relation to God waiting patiently for 
repentance; “... in the days of Noah, 
during the building of the ark, in 
which a few, that is, eight persons, 
were saved through water.” (1 Pet 


3:19-20) 


The main conclusion that can be 
drawn from all this is that the Bible 
clearly teaches that the world and 
mankind were created relatively 
recently, that death resulted from the 
first sin, and that the Flood was an 
historical event, all of which clearly 
contradicts the idea of millions of 
years of evolution. And this is not an 
approach confined just to the 
apostolic age. We find the same 
literal belief in the early Church, in 
the writings of the Fathers of the 
Church, and indeed in the entire 
Tradition of the Church for about the 
first 1950 years of its existence. 


It is true that some “traditions” of the 
Church have had to be adjusted in 
the light of overall changes in society, 
with the acceptance of allowing 
interest on loans being perhaps one of 
the best known examples of this. But 
it should be noted that usury as such, 
that is charging exorbitant interest, is 
still regarded as morally wrong. ‘This 
is completely different from the case 
with the “tradition” which regards 
Genesis as genuine — history—if 
Genesis for the New 
Testament writers, the early Church, 
and for most of the last 2,000 years, 
then it is true today, and no changes 
in society, or in the attitude of the 
world at large to the past, can affect 
this. It is similar to the Catholic 
“tradition” of opposition to artificial 
contraception, which remains valid 
regardless of any changes in society, 
because it is concerned with a basic 
aspect of what it is to be a human 
being. 


was true 


But someone might counter, this is 
just “fundamentalism” and we aren’t 
obliged to be so strict in interpreting 
the biblical texts—the modern 
approach allows for greater latitude. 
This is certainly the modern 
approach, but is it the correct one? 
Indeed, if this is “fundamentalism” 
then Jesus was certainly a 
fundamentalist, as were Peter and 
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Paul, as indeed have been all the 
great names throughout Church 
history. For example, regarding the 
Church Fathers, it is clear that they 
almost invariably understood Genesis 
in a literal way, rather than 
symbolically, although this did not 
mean that symbolic interpretations of 
some points were excluded. Similarly, 
the creative acts of God during the six 
days of Genesis were understood by 
the Fathers as being sudden, if not 
instantaneous—thus there was no 
room for gradual development, or for 
any form of evolution in reality. 


In fact, there are only a handful of 
texts in the writings of the Fathers 
which can possibly be interpreted in 
an evolutionary way, and even these 
are easier to interpret in an orthodox 
creationist sense. Their teachings 
clearly refute those __ theistic 
evolutionists who believe that God 
used evolution as the means by which 
man’s body developed to a. state 
wherein the soul could be infused into 
it: rather they teach that the soul and 
body of the first man were created 
together. (Cf. Seraphim Rose, Genesis, 
Creation and Early Man, St Herman of 
Alaska Brotherhood, Plantina, 2000, 
Part 1, “An Orthodox  Patristic 
Commentary on Genesis”) 


Given all the above, then, it seems we 
are close to getting to the zeal root of 


July 2004 


many of the problems in the Catholic 
Church today—that is, that many in 
the Church have lost faith in the 
words of Jesus, including his words 
relating to Genesis, as recorded in the 
Gospels, and fallen away to believing 
in the “anti-God” message of 
evolution. We are called to have the 
same faith in these words as we have 
in the Eucharistic words of Jesus—if 
we believe him when he says, “This is 
my Body, this is my Blood,” then we 
should also believe him when he 
makes statements about Genesis 
which clearly exclude evolution. 


Whether many Catholics realize they 
are doing this is not the point, the fact 
is that this is what is happening, and 
the results have been absolutely 
disastrous for the Church. In many 
respects faith in the early parts of the 
Bible as real history has been severely 
damaged, if not destroyed, amongst 
many Catholics, and the results of 
this are clearly visible all around us in 
terms of lack of faith and an 
apologetic (in the sense) 
attitude to the Bible. If the 
foundations of belief are 
tottering—and Genesis 1-11 is 
foundational—how can we expect the 
rest of the edifice to be strong? 


wrong 


Yes, we are called to have the same 
faith in Jesus’ words about Genesis, 
and those of Peter and Paul, as we 
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have in the Eucharist. And indeed, it 
is instructive that it was on this very 
point of belief in the Eucharist that so 
many of Jesus’ disciples left him and 
would not walk any more with him, 
(Jn 6:60); they just could not believe 
that Jesus was really able to give them 
his flesh and blood to eat. But he did 
not argue with them, rather it was 
something they had to accept on pure 
faith. In fact, who really understands 
what transubstantiation means even 
now—we can define it certainly, but 
understand it? 


In the same way, we are called to 
have faith, even a blind faith, in Jesus’ 
words about the book of Genesis, 
about the reality of creation and the 
flood of Noah, and consequently of 
the falsity of any form of evolutionary 
theory. Someone might respond that 
“all the scientists believe in 
evolution,” but in fact, this is not the 
case, and a growing number are 
coming to question the whole basis of 
evolution. We are not called to 
blindly follow scientific fashions, and 
shouldn’t we actually be putting more 
faith in the words of Christ? 


But in fact, we are not called to a 
purely blind faith, rather éwe scientific 


research, carried out without 
evolutionary presuppositions, —_ 1s 
increasingly showing that 


evolution—understood as the 
production of life from non-life 
without God—is for all practical 
purposes impossible, and that the 
creationist approach is far more 
satisfactory. The same results are 
being had in the field of “Intelligent 
Design,” as overwhelming evidence 
for the existence of a super-intelligent 
designer (read “creator”) of the 
Universe, and everything in it, 
including us, becomes increasingly 
clearer. 


This is quite apart from looking at the 
actual fruits of over a century and a 
half of evolutionary propaganda. 
Consider the following: evolutionary 
thinking is responsible for Social 
Darwinism, the nineteenth century 
approach which led to the idea that 
the nonwhite races were inferior and 
thus could be exploited by the West, 
and also to the German 
anti-Semitism of the nineteenth 
century which led on to Hitler’s 
murderous attack on the Jews in the 
last century. Similarly, it forms the 
intellectual backbone of Marxism and 
Psychoanalysis, both of which have 
done enormous harm, and it is also 
largely responsible for giving 
intellectual respectability to the 
modern atheistic culture of death 
which surrounds us. In fact, it is hard 
to think of one genuinely “good fruit” 


page 12 


of evolutionary thinking. And yet this 
was the touchstone Jesus gave us, that 
we would realize “by their fruits” (Mt 
7:16-20), whether individuals, and 
hence the systems they would lend 
their names to, were true or false. By 
any standards, evolution has failed 
Jesus' test. 


That evolutionary thinking, then, is 
having a very negative influence on 
the Church, and is actually one of the 
major factors in the great falling away 
from the faith which is going on all 
around us, is becoming an 
increasingly inescapable conclusion 
— and yet it is not being drawn by 
many Catholics. They continue to see 
evolution as something “neutral” 
despite all the evidence to the 
contrary. How to explain this? 


It seems that a desire to be in 
harmony with the spirit of the world 
is stronger, for many, than belief in 
the clear words of Jesus. But this is a 
very dangerous path to take as he 
himself warned: “For whoever is 
ashamed of me and of my words, of him 
will the Son of Man be ashamed 
when he comes in his glory and the 
glory of the Father and of the holy 
angels,” (Luke 9:26). Surely not to 
believe Jesus when he speaks of 
Genesis as historical is to be ashamed of 
his words? This quotation from Luke is 


July 2004 


a very strong statement, one which 
indicates that those who do not 
accept all the words of Jesus as true 
risk facing rejection at the final 
judgement. That's how important 
this issue is. 


We also have to remember the 
disturbing nature of his other 
statement on this question of his 
return—“when the Son of Man 
comes, will he find faith on earth?" 
(Lk 18:8)—not necessarily love, or 
hope, but faith. And could not the 
history of Christianity almost be 
described as a progressive falling 
away from belief in Jesus’ word, from 
faith in everything he said? 


The Arian heresy in the fourth 
century was a rejection of Jesus’ 
words that he was equal with the 
Father, (Jn 10:30), and thus God. 
Islam, in the seventh century, went 
further and devalued his words to the 
extent that it reduced Jesus to the 
level of a mere prophet. The nub of 
the split with the Orthodox in the 
eleventh century was their rejection 
of the papacy, as formulated in Jesus’ 
words to Peter that he, and thus his 
successors, were the rock on which he 
would build his Church (Mt 
16:18-19. In the sixteenth century 
Protestantism “walked no more” with 
Christ as far as the Eucharist went, 


page 13 


Daylight Number 35 


and also rejected Jesus' words about 
the papacy, as well as the principle of 
Marian devotion. In the twentieth 
century, for many Protestants, (and 
Catholics unfortunately!), that 
apostasy has been extended to the 
question of the indissolubility of 
marriage. Modernism, which has 
reappeared after its apparent demise 
in the early twentieth century, and 
which Pope St Pius X described as 
the “synthesis of all heresies,” is really 
nothing more than a_ wholesale 
rejection of Jesus’ words, as recorded 
in the Gospels. 


But the paradox is that now, whereas 
many so-called “fundamentalist” 
Christians, are remaining faithful to 
Christ’s words on creation, the Fall 
and the Flood, many Catholics do 
not seem to see the dangers inherent 
in this attitude—it seems they have 
opted, perhaps unconsciously in most 
cases, to be in tune with the spirit of 
the world, with evolutionary thinking, 
rather than with Christ. Yet what did 
St Paul say about accepting worldly 
maxims uncritically? “Do not be 
conformed to this world but be 
transformed by the renewal of your 
mind, that you may prove what is the 
will of God, what is good and 
acceptable and perfect.” (Rom 12:2) 
This is a lesson we can surely learn 
from our “separated brethren,” those 


who have remained faithful to the 
Bible as the inspired and inerrant 
word of God, on this important 
matter of taking Genesis seriously. 


The telling point about the above 
historical developments it that they 
indicate that it is not necessary to 
have a major rejection of the words of 
Jesus in order that quite large 
practical changes can occur in the 
Christian body which accepts these 
changes; with the Orthodox in 
particular, it is essentially only the 
question of the Petrine text from 
Matthew which separates us, while 
with most Protestant groupings, the 
crucial texts are relatively small in 
number. But the rejection or 
downplaying of just a few texts can 
make all the difference from a 
practical point of view, and give rise 
to major changes in faith and practice 
over quite short time periods. 


Likewise, with the modern “Catholic” 
rejection of the Genesis texts of Jesus, 
Peter and Paul—within a relatively 
short period it has, as part of a more 
general loss of faith, succeeded in 
producing a Church which | is 
markedly different to the pre-Vatican 
II Church. If it had been a case of a 
frontal assault on the reality of the 
Eucharist, or the Papal office, no 
doubt Catholics would have seen this 
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as a major threat to be instantly 
countered. But in the case of 
evolution, this has given rise to a 
subversive movement which has been 
eating away at the foundations of the 
Faith for one hundred and fifty years 
now, to the extent that many do not 
even realise the danger it presents. 
What, then, can be done about this? 


It would appear that the answer is for 
Catholics, once again, to take both 
the early chapters of Genesis, and 
those parts of the New Testament 
relating to this, much more seriously. 
In particular, the attitude which says 
that looking at Genesis as history is 
something which, in this day and age, 
is beneath contempt, or 
“fundamentalism” must be seriously 
examined. There is no false argument 
more subversive than the one which 
we uncritically accept, particularly if 
this goes with a dismissive attitude 
towards any counter argument. And 
similarly, there is no attitude more 
dangerous than the one which refuses 
to look at rational (and in this case, 
biblical) arguments in favour of a 
particular position, essentially out of a 
desire to conform to the standards of 
this world. It is well past the time 
when this nettle should have been 


grasped. 
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To come back to the opening point of 
this article, it is a very worrying fact 
that outside the Church there has 
largely been a collapse in belief in 
both the authority of the Bible and 
God, but conversely, within, it could 
almost be said that many Catholics 
believe in spite of the Bible! That is, 
the early chapters of Genesis, rather 
than being the foundation of our faith 
have to be rationalised and almost 
explained away; Genesis, rather than 
being a support, has become a 
stumbling block. This article is really 
a plea for a _ thoroughgoing 
examination of the arguments in 
favor of biblical creation, and against 
evolution, particularly on the part of 
those within the Church who have 
not seriously looked at this question. 
It is to be greatly feared that until this 
is done, and on as wide a scale as 
possible, the crisis which Catholicism 
finds itself in, which is essentially a 
crisis of faith, can only continue to 
deepen. 


www.theotokos.org.uk/pages/ 


creation/creation.html 
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The Flood of Noah Scientifically Investigated 
by John G. Campbell 


To-day the students are told - right 
away - that the Flood of Noah is all a 
myth, the Genesis account all a 
symbol of something or other. There 
is a curious eagerness in _ this 
dogmatism, and then one discovers 
that if the universal Flood be 
historical fact it eliminates the 
Evolutionist fossil record and the 
whole Evolutionist view of history. 


Genesis now being taken as merely 
symbolic, it is necessary to seek the 
evidences for the Flood elsewhere, 
and these can only be in the actual 
physical, scientific, evidences of such 
a flood. We are told that we live in a 


scientific age, so let’s be truly 
scientific, and examine objectively, 
the evidences - curiously ignored 


today - for the flood. 


Sumeria 

Sumeria is recognised as the oldest 
civilization going back to some 5000 
to 6000 BC. Sir Leonard Wooley, in 
his Ur of the Chaldees, reports his 
excavations at Ur, the ancient capital. 
Coming to what they thought was 
virgin soil they discovered it was a 
vast flood deposit of silt (confirmed by 
analysis) of from 8 to 11 feet in depth, 


and beneath this the remains of an 
absolutely distinct culture. 


At Kish, 400 miles north, the same 
phenomenon was discovered, and 
this time there was unearthed a 
chariot wheel of the  pre-Flood 
culture. (vide: Ur of the Chaldees by Sir 
Leonard Wooley and The Track of 
Man by Dr. Henry Field). However, 
as this might be taken to correspond 
with a flood, albeit a mighty one, of 
the Euphrates Valley, let us move 
further afield. 


Tipe Gawra, near Nineveh 

Here beneath the flood silt there were 
discovered houses of burnt brick. But 
the most illuminating discovery was 
that of pottery kilns producing quality 
pottery by scientific methods not 
re-discovered until centuries later. 
(vide: Science of To-day © The Problems 
of Genesis by Rev. P. O'Connell). 


Iran 

Vast Flood deposits of silt and salt are 
found on this high plateau of 4000 to 
5000 feet above sea level, thus 
showing the absurdity of discussing 
the Flood as a local one of the 
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Euphrates valley (Science of To-day G 
The Problems of Genesis). 


In this chapter Fr. O'Connell 
gives a quotation from Sir Arthur 
Keith’s book, A New Theory of 
Evolution, “Much (of the plateau 
of Iran) is now desert or arid 
steppe, but in the closing phases 
of the Ice Age (1.e., about 7,000 
BC) most of it was rolling 
grassland, well watered and 
providing, in the words of 
Professor Hadden (in The Races of 
Man 1924 p. 143) ‘a very 
desirable land and well fitted for 
human habitation.’ ” [Book II, 


p.97]. 


Please note, this Evolutionist writer 
gives the date of the covering of the 
Iran plateau by water, not as one of 
the postulated Evolutionist epochs, 
but well within human times! 


The Caspian 

In the area around the Caspian Sea 
excavations in the early part of the 
century were conducted by Mr. R. 
Pumpelly and recorded in his book, 
Excavations in Turkestan. In the 
pre-Flood strata were found the 
bones of farm animals along with the 
remains of barley and wheat. 
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India and China 
The remains of the Flood also 
abound in these two countries 


according to Dr. G. Wright who 
researched the early 
twentieth century. In China, he 
points out, the Gobi Desert was a vast 
inland lake until comparatively recent 
times, known as the Great Han Hai, 
or Inland Sea, and there are still the 
sedimentary deposits, as elsewhere, 
along the borders of the present 
desert. (Science of To-day & Problems of 
Genesis, Book II, p. 69). 


there in 


The Sahara 

This, the greatest of the world’s 
deserts, stretches virtually from the 
Atlantic to the Red Sea. There are 
vast stretches of | sand and_ stone 
beds, and it is pointed out that the 
Falyum depression in Libya has 
terraces around its edges, 
demonstrating that it was once an 
inland sea, the remains of a great 
inundation. (The Deluge in Stone, by 
Byron C. Nelson). 


The Evolutionist explanation of the 
Sahara is that it was caused by an 
inrush of the sea hundreds of millions 
of years ago. But of late years many 
travellers have pointed out that 
beneath the present desert sands 
there are the evidences of a thriving 


agricultural life in what was a 
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luxurious tropical land, providing 
grazing for such animals as_ the 
elephant, etc. ‘To substantiate this, 
Boule & Valois in Les Hommes Fossiles 
(the palaeontologist's Bible) p. 429, 
declare that the Sahara was once 
heavily populated, the climatic 
changes occurring “at a comparatively 
recent date”. 


America 

The Flood remains here are of a most 
significant character, Le. in 
demonstrating the catastrophic 
nature of the Flood waters. 


These great floodings tore up the 
surface of the earth, carrying in 
suspension great masses of silt or 
sediment, which, on __petrifying, 
became the sedimentary rocks of 
today's world. The most dramatic 
exposition of this lies in the petrified 
forests of Arizona; immense tree 
trunks turned into stone le 
embedded in the strata, and _ this 
extends for 100 miles up to the strata 
which cap Cedar Mountain near the 
Grand Canyon. 


Another illustration of the nature of 
the Flood waters lies in the presence 
of the fish fossils in the inland and 
high places, one of the best examples 
being the shark fossils embedded in 
the strata in the Cleveland deposits in 


Ohio. Now, there are two obvious 
lessons to be seen in this, that the 
great waters moved far inland and to 
great heights, and that these waters 
were so heavily laden with silt and 
sediment that the fishes could not 
swim and were entombed. (Vide: The 
Deluge Story in Stone by Byron C. 
Nelson pp. 8 & 42 ). 


Is it really necessary to point out 
further, that scientific facts are 
scientific facts? 


Europe and the Great Hiatus. 
For centuries there has been observed 
marine shells in the inland places, 
Flood deposits on the mountains, and 
such phenomena as the rumbled 
bones of now extinct animals in the 
mountain caves of Sicily; all this 
being calmly accepted as the remains 
of the Flood of Noah. But, with the 
age of scepticism and Evolutionism, 
there had to be brought forward the 
usual explanation of phenomena of 
hundreds of millions of years ago. 


However, it is not generally known 
that there is a period recognised by 
Palaeontology as the Great Hiatus. 
In the Hiatus layers there are no 
human artefacts whatsoever, but 
beneath them are the artefacts of 
"primitive" man, and above them the 
artefacts of modern Cro-Magnon, 
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man. The fact of the Hiatus is 
recorded by Boule & Valois, and, 
moreover, they state that the period 
of The Hiatus coincided with a great 
transgression of the sea over Europe. 
In short two periods of human 
occupation were separated by a great 
flood, which extinguished, for many 
centuries, all human life in the area. 
The reference is Les Hommes Fossiles, 
the chart p.38, 1952 edition, or p. 40, 
1957 edition. 


Thus the submergence of Europe 


under water in human times is 


attested to by the Evolutionists 
themselves. 
The Mystery of the Arctic 


Mammoths 

The deep-frozen mammoths, found 
in a great arc from Spitzbergen 
through Siberia to arctic Alaska, 
represent an amazing mystery, one of 
the greatest of all time, and one 
before our very eyes. 


It is not the skeletons of the animals 
that are there, but their whole bodies, 
herds of them, both young and old. 
Examinations have shown that they 
died thew 
stomachs the still undigested vegetation of 
temperate climes. ‘There the creatures 
are, deep in the permafrost or ice, 
some erect, some kneeling, sometimes 


through drowning, im 
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around them the  deep-frozen 
vegetation of warmer climes. In this 
matter there are two correlated 
phenomena to be noted: 
1. The animals must have been 
drowned by something of the 
nature of a vast tidal wave, so vast 
that it swept around the whole 
northern area of the globe, and as 
suddenly overwhelmed and 
drowned these creatures. It is 
really useless to consider the absurd 
postulate that it was due to some 
gradual rising of the sea level, for in 
that case the animals would simply 
have moved off from the flooded 
areas, as animals do. 
2. As suddenly as came _ the 
gigantic tidal wave, came the 
mysterious drop to sub-Arctic 
temperatures, for this alone could 
have caused the instantaneous 
deep-freezing of the carcasses. ‘The 
only scientific explanation 
advanced is that the great 
catastrophe removed the 
water-envelope above the earth and 
let in the sub-zero cold of outer 
space, an explanation which 
precisely accords with the 
Scriptural account of “the waters 
above the earth”. 


From these two phenomena we are 
bound to draw the conclusion that 
such a vast flood wave must have 
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been part of a much greater flood 
phenomenon, one of such an 
earth-shaking nature that it altered 
the whole climate of the earth. 


It is to be remarked that this matter 
of the mammoths is not any new 
discovery. To the contrary, a trade in 
the ivory of the mammoths had been 
carried on in the London docks for 
centuries; and Sir Henry Howarth 
(The Mammoths and the Flood, etc., etc.) 
had written extensively on the subject 
from the late |9th century until his 
death. Certainly, there have been 
some sporadic mentions of this great 
mystery, but for the great part the 
media seems to have practically no 
curiosity about a subject which, it can 
hardly be denied, is of a most 
sensational character. 


There remains one question, which 
is, could this Flood of the Mammoths 
possibly be relegated to the dim past 
ages of evolutionary times? No, this 
flood cannot be so relegated because 
it was followed by the last universal 
climatic change, for if the permafrost, 
which enshrouds the carcasses, had 
melted at any time, the carcasses 
would not be there in their 
deep-frozen state today. 


Thus the flood of the mammoths 
takes us up to the postulated Last Ice 


Age of 7,000 BC, that is within 


human times. 
SUMMARY 


Here, then, are a few examples of 
the physical remains of the gigantic 
floodings, often in the high places, 
over the continents. And, in passing, 
one has to poimt out that these 
correspond with the tradition of all 
the peoples of the world, from 
Mexico to Siberia to the South Sea 
Islands, that once there was a 
universal flood which destroyed the 
human race except for one family of 
survivors. 


The Evolutionist argument - never a 
universal flood! is truly an 
extraordinary one, that, somehow or 
other, these gigantic floods were 
confined to the various continental 
areas. But there are some facts about 
water which even the _ least 
scientifically versed of us know. How 
could any flood, which covered a 
continent to the height of thousands 
of feet, have failed to spread over the 
rest of the earth? To put it mildly, 
the onus is upon the Evolutionists to 
explain the extraordinary phenomena 
which they postulate. 


Regarding the Catholic experts, who 
unceasingly insist upon a local flood 
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in the Euphrates valley, one has to 
ask them if they are completely 
ignorant of the evidences for a 
universal flood which have been 
known for centuries? Or are they 
content to ignore scientific facts to 
accommodate Modernist-Evolutionist 
theology? 


The Human Population 

This has now attained to an 
estimated 4000 million from 200-300 
million at the time of Caesar 
Augustus, an increase in the order of 
twenty-fold over approximately 2000 
years. 


But first, let us take pencil and paper 
and calculate half the present 
increase in a population of 100 
persons in a postulated Evolutionist 
milion year epoch. After 9 
two-thousand year stages, the 
population of the earth would have 
reached the astronomical figure of 
100,000 millions! The human 
population would now be filling the 
galaxies. Not for nothing did Lord 
Kelvin chide the Evolutionists for 
their ignoring of all reality. 


Let us now apply the present increase 
to the 200 million figure. At 6000 
BG, the population would be 500,000 
and in 8000 BC, 12,500. That is, 
leaving out the large increases of the 
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patriarchal families, there must have 
been a zero population somewhere in 
these ages. That is to say, either the 
human race commenced with Adam 
and Eve in this epoch, or it 
recommenced with Noah. All reality 
insists upon the short history view. 


Thus, to recapitulate: 

1. Over the surface of the earth 
there are the remains of gigantic 
flooding. 

2. The Evolutionists themselves 
admit, at least in some cases, that 
these floodings took place between 
periods of human occupancy. 

3. Anthropology records that all 
the peoples possess a tradition of a 
universal flood, leaving only one 
family or survivors. 

4. ‘The remains in the Middle East, 
the cradle of the race, testify that 
fully civilised, fully technical men 
re-appeared there suddenly after 
an otherwise inexplicable absence. 

And thus, is there any other pattern 

but that of a universal flood into 

which these scientific evidences can 

be fitted? After all, we do live in a 

scientific age, do we not? 


At the very least it must be admitted 
that the evidences do form a prima 
facie case for such a flood, and, 
therefore, is it not the minimum for 
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scholastic integrity that 
presented to the students? 


they be 


It must also be pointed out that if it 
were merely a flood of the Euphrates 
valley there would have been no need 
for an Ark at all; Noah would have 
simply trekked with his herds to 
higher ground; and the wild animals 
would have looked after themselves. 
Does the local flood story make any 
sense? 


As for the Scriptures, the very reason 
they are taught is that they are the 


revealed Word of God. And we 

recollect that Jesus Christ, the Second 
Person of the Blessed ‘Trinity, 
speaking of the final end of the world, 
drew the comparison “As it was in 


the days of Noah...” (Luke 17. 26) 


‘Jack’ Campbell, of Ayrshire, 
Scotland, was the Editor of Daylight 
and Secretary of the 
Counter-Evolution Group between 
its foundation in 1977 and his death 
in 1986. R.IP. 
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THE BIBLICAL COMMISSION AND ITS DECREES 


From The Catholic Student’s “Aids” to the Bible (2nd Edn, 1918) 
by Hugh Pope, O.P., S.T.M. 


I 
THE AUTHORITY 
ATTACHING TO THE 
DECREES OF THE BIBLICAL 
COMMISSION. 


In order to remove all doubts as to 
the precise authority attaching to 
these Decrees, the Sovereign Pontiff, 
Pius X., published on Nov. 18th, 
1907, a Motu Proprio, "Praestantia 
Scripturae Sacrae”, in which he declares 
that “all are bound in conscience to 
submit themselves to the Decrees of 
the Pontifical Council on Biblical 
matters just in the same way as all are 
bound to submit themselves to 
Decrees of the Sacred Congregations 
when referring to doctrine and when 
approved by the Pontiff} this 
declaration applies as well to the 
Decrees already published as to those 
which may be published in the 
future.” 


II 
TACIT QUOTATIONS. 


The following question has been 
proposed to the Biblical Commission, 
as being the established guide for 
Biblical students: 

“Is it allowable for a Catholic 
commentator to solve difficulties 
occurring in certain Biblical texts 
which apparently make _ historical 
statements, by asserting that we have 
in such texts tacit or implied 
quotations of documents written by a 
non-inspired author, and that the 
inspired author in no sense intends to 
approve of these statements or make 
them _ his and that these 
statements cannot, in consequence, 
be regarded as free from error ?” 

To this the Commission has 
thought well to reply: 

“In the negative; except in the case 
when, saving the mind and decision 
of the Church, it can be shewn by 
solid arguments, Ist, that the Sacred 
Writer really does cite another's 


own, 
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sayings or writings; and, 2nd, that he 
does not intend, in so doing, to 
approve them or make them his 


" 


own 
On February 13th, 1905, the Holy 
Father, at the petition of the 


Consultor, approved the above, reply 
and ordered its publication. 


Ii 
CONCERNING NARRATIVES 
IN THE HISTORICAL BOOKS 

WHICH HAVE ONLY THE 
APPEARANCE OF 
BEING HISTORICAL. 


To the following question the 
Pontifical Commission for Biblical 
Studies deems fit to reply as below: 


Question. 

Can we admit as a principle of 
sound exegesis the opinion which 
holds that those Books of Sacred 
Scripture which are regarded as 
historical, either wholly or in part, do 
sometimes present us with what is not 
really history properly so-called and 
objectively true, but only something 
having the appearance of history and 
intended to convey a meaning 
different from the strictly literal or 
historical sense of the words ? 


Reply. 


In the negative, excepting always 
the case - a case not to be easily or 
rashly conceded, and then only on 
the supposition that it is not opposed 
to the Church's teaching, subject 
moreover to Her decision - , that it 
can be proved by solid arguments 
that the Sacred Writer did not intend 
to give a true and strict history, but 
proposed rather to set forth, under 
the guise, and form of history, a 
parable or an allegory or some 
meaning distinct from the literal or 
historical signification of the words. 


In an Audience accorded to the 
Secretaries on June 23rd, 1905, the 
Holy Father confirmed the above 
Reply and ordered its publication. 


IV 
OF THE MOSAIC 
AUTHENTICITY OF THE 
PENTATEUCH. 
(Reply of the Biblical Commission, 
June 27th, 1906). 


i. 

Are the critical arguments against 
the Mosaic authorship of the 
Pentateuch of such weight that we are 
justified in disregarding (a) the 
collective force of the many 
indications of the Mosaic authorship 


afforded by both Old and New 
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Testaments, (b) the persistent 
agreement of the Jewish people on 
the point, (c) the constant tradition of 
the Christian Church, (d) the internal 
arguments in favour of the Mosaic 
authorship which are deducible from 
the text (of the Pentateuch itself) ; and 
are we consequently justified in 
holding that Moses was not the 
author of these books but that they 
were compiled from sources which 
were in many cases of later date than 
Moses ? 
Reply :- In the negative. 


ii. (a) 

Does the Mosaic authorship of the 
Pentateuch mean that we are bound 
to hold that Moses wrote it all with 
his own hand, or at least dictated it to 
amanuenses ? 

Reply :- In the negative. 


il. (b) 

Can we, on the other hand, allow 
the hypothesis that Moses himself 
entrusted to one or more scribes the 
task of committing to writing what he 
alone had received under Divine 
inspiration ; prevising, of course, that 
these amanuenses faithfully rendered 
his meaning, wrote nothing which he 
did not intend, and omitted nothing ; 
prevising, too, that when the work 
had been completed, it was approved 
by Moses who was the principal and 
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the inspired author, and that it was 
finally published under his name ? 
Reply:- In the affirmative. 


(N.B. - We have divided this second 
‘Dubium' _ into parts for 
convenience’ sake; in the original, 
both are proposed together). 


two 


il 

Can we without prejudice to the 
Mosaic authorship of the Pentateuch 
concede that Moses used documents 
in composing his work, that is to say 
written documents or oral traditions 
from which, in accordance with the 
particular object proposed to him and 
under the influence of Divine 
inspiration, he derived information, 
but the wording or meaning of which 
he either modified as he thought fit, 
and so inserted in his work ? 

Reply: - In the affirmative. 


iv. 
Can it be admitted without in any 
way _ prejudicing the Mosaic 


authorship that in the course of time 
certain modifications may have found 
their way into the Pentateuch, as for 
example, additions made - 
subsequent to the death of Moses - by 
an inspired writer; glosses or 
explanations of the text; 
modifications of archaic words and 
forms ? Can we admit also textual 
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corruptions due to careless copying, 
and only to be detected by the 
application of the principles of textual 
criticism? 
Reply: - Affirmatively, subject to 
the Church's decision. 


Vv 
OF THE CHARACTER OF 
THE BOOK OF ISATAS, 
AND OF ITS AUTHOR. 


The following replies to questions 
proposed have been furnished by the 
Pontifical Biblical Commission : 


i. 

Can we teach that the Prophecies 
which occur in the Book of Isaias - and 
generally in the Bible - are not really 
predictions; but that they are either 
narratives composed subsequent to 
the event, or - on the supposition that 
we have to see in some of them 
predictions previous to the event - 
only predictions in the sense that the 
Prophet foretold them by way of 
mere conjectures based upon things 
which had already happened and 
which he, by reason of a certain 
sagacity and his natural 
acuteness, was enabled to forecast, 
and that they consequently were not 
due to a supernatural revelation from 
God Who foreknows the future ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


own 


ii. 

Can the view which holds that 
Isaias and other Prophets only 
published predictions of things which 
were to happen immediately, or after 
a short interval, be reconciled with 
the predictions - especially the 
Messianic and eschatological ones - 
which they certainly set forth as 
referring to the remote future? Can it 
be reconciled, too, with the common 
view of the Fathers who unanimously 
assert that the Prophets also foretold 
things which were only to be fulfilled 
after the lapse of many ages ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


iil. 

Can we hold that the Prophets, 
not merely as reprovers of human 
depravity and preachers of the divine 
word for the gain of their hearers, but 
also as predictors of future events, 
must always have addressed 
themselves to a_ present and 
contemporary - and not to a future 
audience - if they would be fully 
intelligible to them ? And, in this 
same connection, can we hold that 
the second part of the Book of Isaias, 
chs. xl-Ixvi., in which the Seer 
addresses and comforts, not the Jews 
contemporary with Isaias but those 
mourning in exile in Babylon, and 
that, too, as though he were living in 
their midst, cannot be attributed to 
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Isaias then long dead, but rather to 
some unknown Seer living among the 
exiles ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


iv. 

Is the philological argument-one 
derived from the language and the 
style, and employed to throw doubt 
upon the identity of the author of the 
Book of Isaias of such force as to 
compel a serious student, viz., one 
who is versed in critical principles 
and well acquainted with Hebrew, to 
acknowledge the presence of a 
plurality of authors in the Book ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


v. 

Are there really solid arguments - 
even when taken cumulatively - for 
the view that the Book of Isaias is not 
to be attributed solely to  Isaias 
himself, but to two or even more 
authors ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


On the 28th of June, 1908, in an 
audience graciously given to the two 
Consultors, the Holy Father ratified 
the above replies, and ordered their 
publication. 


July 2004 


VI. 

THE HISTORICAL 
CHARACTER OF THE 
FIRST THREE 
CHAPTERS OF GENESIS. 


i 

Are the various exegetical systems 
which have been elaborated and 
defended by the aid of a science 
falsely so-called, for the purpose of 
excluding the literal historic sense 
from the first Three Chapters of 
Genesis, based upon solid arguments? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


ii. 

Can we, in spite of the character 
and the historic mould of the Book of 
Genesis, in spite, too, of the close 
connection between the first Three 
Chapters and those which follow, in 
face, too, of the manifold testimony 
of the Books both of the Old and of 
the New ‘Testaments, of the 
practically unanimous opinion of the 
Fathers, and in face of the traditional 
view which - derived from the Jewish 
people - has always been held by the 
Church: teach that the three 
aforesaid chapters do not contain the 
story of things which actually 
happened, a story namely which 
corresponds to objective reality and 
historical truth ? Can we hold that, 
on the contrary, these chapters 
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contain fables derived from 
mythologies and cosmologies 
belonging to older nations but 


purified of all polytheistic error and 
accommodated to monotheistic 
teaching ? or again: that they contain 
allegories and symbols destitute of 
any foundation in objective reality 
but presented under the garb of 
history for the inculcation of religious 
and philosophical truths? or again: 
that they contain legends, partly 
historical and partly fictitious, freely 
handled for the instruction and 
edification of souls ? 

Reply:- In the negative to each part. 


iil. 

Can we, in, particular, call in 
question the literal and_ historical 
meaning when in these chapters it is a 
question of the narration of facts 
which touch the foundations of 
christian religion; as, for example, 
the Creation of all things by God in 
the beginning of time; the particular 
creation of man; the formation of the 
first woman from the first man; the 
unity of the human race; the original 
happiness of our first parents in a 
state of justice, integrity and 
immortality; the divine command 
laid upon man for the proving of his 
obedience; the transgression of that 
divine command at the instigation of 
the devil under the form of a serpent; 


the fall of our first parents from their 

primitive state of innocence; and the 

promise of a future Redeemer ? 
Reply:- In the negative. 


iv. 
Can we, in interpreting those 
passages of these chapters which the 
Fathers and Doctors have interpreted 
in divers ways without leaving us 
anything definite or certain, work out 
for ourselves, and adhere to, any 
opinion at which we have prudently 
arrived - saving of course the decision 
of the Church and following the 
analogy of the faith ? 

Reply:- In the affirmative. 


v. 

Are we bound to interpret in their 
strictly literal sense every single thing, 
words namely and phrases, in these 
chapters, so as never to depart from it 
even when expressions are patently 
not used in the strict sense but 
metaphorically or anthropomorphic- 
ally, and when, too, reason or 
necessity compel us to give up the 
literal sense ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


v1. 
Supposing always the literal and 
historical sense, can the allegorical 
and prophetic interpretation of 
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certain passages in these chapters - an 
interpretation guaranteed by the 
example of the Fathers and of the 
Church - be prudently and usefully 
applied ? 

Reply:- In the affirmative. 


vil. 

Since it was not the intention of the 
sacred author when writing the first 
chapter of Genesis, to teach us the 
innermost nature of visible things, 
nor to present the complete order of 
creation in a scientific manner, but 
rather to furnish his people with a 
popular account such as the common 
parlance of that age allowed, one, 
namely, adapted to the senses and to 
man's intelligence, are we always 
bound, when interpreting — these 
chapters, to seek for — scientific 
exactitude of expression ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


vill. 

Can the word Yom (day), which is 
used in the first chapter of Genesis for 
describing and distinguishing the six 
days, be taken either in its strict sense 
as the natural day or in the less strict 
sense as signifying a certain space of 
time? Is free discussion of this 
allowable to interpreters ? 

Reply:- In the affirmative. 
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On June 30th 1909, in an audience 
graciously conceded to the two 
Consultors, the Holy Father ratified 
the above Replies, and ordered their 
publication. 


VII. 
OF THE AUTHORS AND THE 
DATES OF COMPOSITION 
OF THE PSALMS. 


i. 

Are the terms Psalms of David, 
Hymns of David,the Book of the Psalms of 
David, the Davidic Psalter, which in the 
old collections and even in the 
Councils are used to designate the 
Old ‘Testament Book of CL Psalms, 
as also the opinion of many Fathers 
and Doctors who held that absolutely 
all the Psalms of the Psalter were to 
be attributed to David alone - of such 
force that we have to consider David 
as the sole author of the entire 
Psalter? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


il. 

Can we, from the agreement of the 
Hebrew text with the Alexandrian 
Greek text and with other old 
versions, rightly conclude, that the 
Titles prefixed to the Psalms in the 
Hebrew text are of older date than 
the aforesaid LXX. version, and that 
consequently they are due - if not 
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directly to the authors of the Psalms - 
at least to very ancient Jewish 
traditions ? 

Reply:- In the affirmative. 


ill. 

Can the aforesaid Titles, witnesses 
to the Jewish tradition, be reasonably 
called in question except when there 
is solid reason for doubting their 
genuine character ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


iv. 

Considering the not infrequent 
testimonies in the Bible to David's 
natural skill - a skill further illumined 
by the special gift of the Holy Spirit 
for the composition of religious odes; 
considering, too, the arrangements 
drawn up by him for the liturgical 
chanting of the Psalms; the 
attribution also - both in the Old 
Testament and the New - of Psalms 
to him, as also in the actual 
inscriptions affixed of old time to the 
Psalms; considermg moreover the 
common opinion of the Jews, and of 
the Fathers and Doctors of the 
Church; can it be prudently denied 
that David was the principal author 
of the odes contained in the Psalter ? 
Can it, on the other hand, be 
maintained that only a few of these 
odes are to be attributed to the Royal 
Psalmist? 


Reply:- In the negative to both 
questions. 
v. 

In particular: can we deny the 
Davidic origin of those Psalms which, 
in both the Old and the New 
Testaments, are expressly cited as 
David's, especially such as Ps. I, Why 
have the Gentiles raged; Ps. XV., Preserve 
me, 0 Lord; Ps. XVII., I will love Thee, 
0 Lord, my strength; Ps. XXXI., Blessed 
are They whose iniquities are forgiven; Ps. 
LXVIII., Save me, 0 God; Ps. CIX., 
The Lord said to my Lord? 

Reply:- In the negative 


Vi. 

Can we admit the view held by 
some, namely, that certain Psalms - 
whether by David or by other authors 
- have, for liturgical or musical 
reasons, or through the carelessness 
of copyists, or for other unexplained 


reasons been divided - or even 
welded together? Further, can we 
hold that some Psalms, e.g., the 


Miserere, have for the sake of better 
adaptibility to historical 
circumstances or Jewish Festivals, 
been slightly re-moulded or modified, 
either by the removal or addition of 
one or two verses, without the 
inspiration of the whole Sacred text 
being thereby affected ? 
Reply:- Affirmatively to both 


questions. 
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vil. 

Can we maintain with any real 
probability the opinion of those who, 
judging by internal grounds alone or 
basing their views upon an unsound 
interpretation of the Sacred text, 
strive to demonstrate that not a few 
Psalms were composed after the date 
of Esdras and Nehemias, nay even in 
the Maccabean age ? 

Reply:- In the negative. 


viii. 
Can we, judging by the repeated 
testimonies of the Books of the New 
Testament, the unanimous consent of 
the Fathers, in agreement too, with 
Jewish writers, hold that many 
Psalms are to be recognised as 
Prophetic and Messianic, Le., as 
foretelling the coming of a future 
Redeemer, His Kingdom, His 
Priesthood, His Passion, Death and 
Resurrection? And must we, in 
consequence, reject the opinion of 
those who, perverting the Prophetic 
and Messianic character of the 
Psalms, limit these oracles concerning 
Christ to mere predictions of the 
future lot of the elect people ? 
Reply:- Affirmatively to both 


questions. 
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On May Ist, 1910, in an audience 
graciously conceded to the two 
Consultors, the Holy Father ratified 
the above replies, and ordered their 
publication. 

[Pp. 175 - 184] 


Extract from the Introduction 


It is true that there are in existence 
many admirable books on the Bible 
writen by non-Catholics. But these all 
labour under a twofold defect. In the 
first place, non-Catholics can never 
regard the Bible in the same way as we 
do. For them the Bible is the Living 
Word of God, and each is at liberty to 
interpret it as he pleases. For us, on 
the contrary,the Bible is not the Living 
Word; it is God’s Word, it is true; but 
it is not the speaking word which 
needs no Interpreter; it is given us by 
the Church, it is authoritatively 
interpreted by the Church alone, and 
it is the church alone which can 
declare infallibly that it is inspired. It is 
in this sense that the Bible depends on 
the Church and not the Church upon 
the Bible... [pp. xl, xl] 
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Catholic Answers on the Flood of Noah 
from “Radio Replies” by Revv. Rumble & Carty, 1938, pp. 30-31 


127. The ndiculous story of the flood 
offends against my common sense. 

Any ridiculous element is 
supplied by your own imagination. It 
would be better to find out what the 
narrative involves, and then put your 
difficulties. Archaeological research 
justifies the fact. The flood need not 
have covered the whole world, but 
could have been local. We have to 
admit, however, that it destroyed all 
human beings then living except 
Noah and those with him in the Ark. 


128. That Ark surely is a fable or symbol. 
Even on the measurements given it could 
never have contained all said to be in it. 

It is not a fable, although it does 
symbolize the Catholic Church in 
which souls are saved from the moral 
flood of sin. It was over 400 feet 
long, 70 wide, and 40 deep. The 
flood was most probably local, and 
the animals were of various types 
from the region only of its 
occurrence. We are not obliged to 
believe that all living animals were 
represented, nor that all animals 
outside the Ark were destroyed. Men 
themselves had not spread so far 
afield at that time, so that Noah and 
his family were the sole human 
survivors. 


The flood happened; the Ark was a 
fact; all men were drowned save 
Noah and those with him in the Ark; 
that much must be accepted in the 
literal sense. But many subsidiary 
details need not be, whilst the 
wholesale imaginative exaggeration 
of those details is to be entirely 
rejected. A thing is credible when a 
sufficiently capable cause is assigned; 
incredible if the cause I allege could 
not do it. But if the cause alleged 
could do it, then it becomes question 
of fact. Did it occur? God says that 
He caused the flood and _ its 
consequences. We cannot say that He 
is mistaken or deliberately deceiving 
us. I accept it. You must make your 
choice. But you have given no 
sufficient reason for unbelief in your 
letter. 


129. What right had God to drown the 
animals? They did no harm! 

The question of right does not 
enter into this question. God has a 
perfect right to do as He pleases with 
the work of His own hands. He did 
not have to create, nor has He any 
obligation to creatures that he should 
continue to confer existence upon 
them. The drowning of the animals is 
no more difficult than the destruction 
of vegetation, and what God makes, 
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He is free to unmake. Nor is the 
vegetative and animal world to be 
regarded as entirely independent of 
man who, as a rational animal, is the 
representative of all material 
creation. He sums up in himself the 
mineral, vegetable and __ sensitive 
kingdoms, and is in fact the intelligent 
voice of creation, alone capable of 
responsibility. Mysterious though it 
be, there is a law of solidarity in this 
world which cannot altogether be 
overlooked. However, inability to 
comprehend the full significance of 
this event is proof only that the 
human mind is limited and in no way 
affects the historical fact. 


130. Do you believe that reflection and 
refraction caused no rainbows before the 
flood? 

No. I do not believe that. Nor does 
Scripture say that there were no 
rainbows before the flood. If God 
said, "Look at the sun. As surely as it 
is there in the heavens I shall not do 
this thing again," that would not 
suggest that the sun had not existed 
before that moment. 


131. God sent the flood to wipe out sin. 
But in vain. Sin began again. Did God 
make a mistake, or 1s ut all a fable? 

You are making the mistake. God 
sent the flood as a just punishment 
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for previous sins and as a lesson to 
future generations. He did not send 
it to wipe out the gift of free will nor 
to prevent the possibility of future sin. 


Comments 


The Church has not defined precisely 
the nature and extent of the Flood so 
we may disagree with the ‘local flood’ 
notion, but these answers clearly 
summarise what we must accept as 
Catholics. More recent research e.g. 
Mount St Helen’s, sedimentology, 
supports a scientific interpretation 
closer to the scriptural texts. 


“Radio Replies”, by Rev. Dr. 
Rumble, M.S.C., was the result of 
five years of this Catholic priest 
convert from Anglicanism answering 
questions during = a __ one-hour 
Question Box Program over a radio 
station in Sydney, NSW. Rev. Carty 
brought out an American edition of 
the book, with a Preface by the 
renowned Bishop Fulton J. Sheen. 


Ed. 
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The Question of Extra-terrestrial Life — a Catholic Response 


by Anthony Nevard 


Could life as we know it have 
originated outside of Planet Earth? 
For long the stuff of science fiction, 
such an idea has increasingly become 
popularised as a serious hypothesis, 
linked with the notion of a vast 
universe of unfathomable galaxies 
evolving over billions of years. Life, 
we are told, was not originally 
created by God but came about 
through an interaction of natural 
physical and chemical forces. ‘This 
has led to the presumption that it is 
probable that living creatures could 
have evolved on other planets and 
even produced intelligent humanoid 
beings that could have developed 
sophisticated 
communication. Millions of dollars 
have been spent on the SETI project 
— the Search for Extra Terrestrial 
Intelligence. Is this really feasible, or 
does this whole notion suggest a 
reduction in intelligent life on earth? 


powers of 


Would such a_ discovery prove 
evolution to be true? Could it 
undermine the foundations of 


Christian doctrines of Creation and 
Redemption through Christ? ‘This 
article offers a response from a 
traditional Catholic position. 


Man/’s nature — destined for 
immortality 

Man consists of both body and soul. 
The soul of every human person is 
created directly at conception by 
God, and is immortal. Its chief 
powers are the memory, 
understanding and will. Man and the 
rest of creation were perfect at the 
beginning. God also created pure 
intelligent beings called angels, many 
of whom, led by Lucifer (Satan), 
rebelled and were cast into Hell. 
Following the temptation by Satan in 
the Garden of Eden and an act of 
wilful disobedience (original sin) by 
Adam and Eve, our first parents, man 
lost his state of perfection and 
supernatural grace, which he was 
unable to regain by his own powers. 
As punishment for the Fall, the earth 
was cursed by God, resulting in 
suffering and death coming into the 
world. We should not therefore 
expect the universe to be still in the 
perfect state in which it was created. 


Out of His love and mercy, God 
promised to send a Redeemer or 
Messiah to mankind from 
eternal punishment. He did so at a 
precise time in history through the 


Save 
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incarnation of His Son, Jesus Christ; 
born of a Virgin and truly man, but 
‘conceived by the Holy Ghost’, so 
having God as His Father. Jesus 
offered himself to God as sacrifice for 
the sins of mankind by shedding His 
Blood and dying on the Cross. He 
was thus uniquely able to fully atone 
to God for the sins of mankind, so 
regaining for us Grace and_ the 
possibility of eternal life in Heaven. 
Following his Resurrection and 
Ascension into Heaven in His 
glorified state, Jesus Christ lives now 
and will return at the end of the 
world as Supreme Judge of all 
mankind. The bodies of all human 
beings will then also be resurrected, 
and we shall live eternally with God 
in Heaven or separated from Him in 


Hell. 


The Catholic Church is 
necessary for salvation 
Christ founded His Church to 
provide the means for men to save 
their souls through baptism, and 
nourish their spiritual needs through 
life by her doctrines and sacraments. 
This requires assent of the intellect 
and will to God’s revelation through 
the supernatural gift of Faith. The 
Catholic Church teaches: 
“We believe that the Church 1s 
necessary for salvation, for Christ is the 
one mediator and way of salvation and he 


July 2004 


becomes present to us in his Body which ts 
the Church, but the dwine design of 
salvation embraces all men. Those who 
are in ignorance of Christ’s gospel and of 
his Church through no fault of their own, 
who search for God in sincerity of heart, 
and who, acting according to conscience, 
strwe under the influence of grace to fulfil 
his will, belong to his people, even though 
m a way we cannot see, and can obtain 
eternal salvation” 

(The ‘CREDO’ of the People of God, 
Pope Paul VI, 1968). 


Does the Bible suggest there is 
life on other planets? 

God has, through His infinite power 
and love, created a vast universe of 
space and matter, most of it not being 
directly visible to us. Much of it might 
seem neither necessary nor useful to 
man, though this could just reflect 
our lack of understanding. In modern 
times, we have discovered a huge 
amount about the and 
planets that was previously unknown 
to mankind. New species of organism 
are still being discovered, but we still 
have no evidence of life outside the 
earth. God has not revealed an 
explicit answer either in Scripture or 
in Catholic doctrine as to whether 
some form of life could 
elsewhere in the universe. However, 
there are several logical and religious 
reasons for questioning it. 


universe 


exist 
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In the Creation account in the Bible 
we read: 


“And God said: Let there be lights made 
m the firmament of heaven, to dwide the 
day and night, and let them be for signs 
and for seasons, and for days and years: 
To shine in the firmament of heaven, and 
to give light upon the earth.” (Genesis 1, 
14-15). 


This gives no indication of the ‘lights’ 
being created for living inhabitants. 
All the Acts of Creation of plants, 
animals and mankind are 
unambiguously connected, and relate 
only to our planet Earth. Following 
the creation of the first humans on 
the sixth day, we read: 


“Go the heavens and the earth were 
Sinished, and all the furniture of them. And 
on the seventh day God ended his work 
which he had made ... and he blessed the 
seventh day... because in tt he had rested 
Jrom all his work which God created and 
made.” (Gen: 2, 1-3). 


There is not the slightest suggestion 
here that life was created anywhere 
other than on earth. On the other 
hand, although divinely inspired and 
free from error, Genesis should not 
be read as if it were a modern 
scientific textbook. Though there is 
no statement affirming life exists 


elsewhere, the Scriptures do not 
positively deny the possibility. If we 
were to find that some new forms of 
non-human life do exist outside the 
earth, this would certainly be 
surprising and interesting, but would 
not be a threat to Christian doctrines. 


What do the scientific facts 
indicate? 

The commonly stated presumption, 
that extra-terrestrial life ‘has to exist,’ 
is generally based on the assumption 
of an evolutionary origin of life over 
millions of years. However, intensive 
efforts by scientists to prove that 
natural chemical processes could 
account for the creation of life on 
earth have been a total failure. There 
are many other reasons why an 
increasing number of scientists totally 
reject the evolutionary scenario and 
assert that the facts point strongly to 
belief in a recent origin of the earth 
and its living occupants. Previous 
missions to the Moon and Mars have 
failed to demonstrate any signs of 
previous life, and conditions on other 
planets are even more unfavourable 
to the existence of life. Since we know 
of no way life could evolve on earth, 
even over a supposed vast time 
period, if life does exist on other 
planets it must have been created 
directly by God. Our understanding 
of chemistry suggests that the 
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essential highly 
compounds on which even a simple 
organism depends could only be 
based on carbon and could not have 
been created by processes of random 
chance. ‘To imagine that the 
discovery of water elsewhere in the 
universe would be sufficient reason 
for believing there is probably life 
there is merely wishful thinking, 
based on the myth of evolution. 


complex organic 


Just supposing other beings similar to 
man in having intelligence and free 
will might exist in the universe, they 
would require a complex biosphere to 
sustain their lives. To our knowledge, 
the nature and conditions of the earth 
make it uniquely suitable for life, e.g. 
suitable temperatures, atmosphere, 
chemical make up, pressure, gravity, 
light, etc. It is next to impossible that 
life could survive anywhere else in 
our solar system, let alone outside it. 
If there are planetary systems around 
stars in other galaxies, they might 
conceivably include places that could 
resemble the earth, but it seems 
highly unlikely that we could make 
any contact with them. ‘The 
presumption that 'the odds are in 
favour of it' is based on unproven 
assumptions about the vast age and 
evolutionary —_ origins of the 
components of the universe. It is 
increasingly acknowledged by many 
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scientists that life cannot have 
evolved on earth, but some now think 
life came from outside by riding on 
comets and seeding the earth with 
viruses or microbes. This simply 
confirms the view that the 
evolutionary hypothesis is untestable, 
unrepeatable and unscientific. Rather 
than being based on evidence, it is 
more like science fiction, and used as 
an escape from the conclusion that 
the natural order of things cannot 
explain its own existence. It is logical 
to believe that the order and design of 
the material world came from the 
creative act of an Intelligent and 
Omnipotent Supreme Creator. At 
their basis, these arguments about 
origins come back to differing 
philosophical positions and are not 
ultimately provable by _ scientific 
experiments. 


Would ETI be a threat to 
Christianity? 

If for the sake of argument we allow 
that intelligent beings with souls 
might exist elsewhere in the universe, 
this would seem to pose a dilemma 
for the Christian. Could such beings 
have been created in a state of 
perfection and continued to remain 
sO Over many generations until now? 
This would require that their 
conditions of life were unaffected by 
the fall of man in the Garden of 
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Eden, and that they knew no sin, 
suffering or death. If their ancestors 
had also sinned as did Adam and 
Eve, they would also require to be 
redeemed. It is impossible that the 
Incarnation and Redemption of man 
by Christ could have been repeated 
elsewhere in the universe, as there are 
many statements in the Bible and in 
Catholic doctrine that make these 
events unique in time and place. It is 
also inconceivable that we should one 
day discover such beings and 
communicate with them, despite the 
fact that we have been given no 
previous knowledge of their existence 
in Christian teachings. God _ has 
provided for the salvation of mankind 
through the one Catholic Church, 
Christ’s ‘Mystical Body’, which could 
not simultaneously and _ visibly 
co-exist on other planets. We have 
been given all the necessary means 
for all mankind to be saved and 
obtain eternal happiness in heaven, if 
we will accept and co-operate with 
God's plan. It certainly could not be 
necessary for us to know about or 
contact other such beings. 

‘Hold fast to that which is good’ 
My conclusion from these facts is that 
the evidence of true science, human 
reason and Catholic doctrine do not 
support the idea of intelligent organic 
life existing outside the earth. 
Although not explicitly forbidden to 


do so by Church teaching, we 
nevertheless always _ have 
obligation to seek and embrace the 


truth, for this comes from God. It 


an 


does seem incompatible — with 
Christianity to hold a firm belief in 
the existence of “intelligent 


extra-terrestrial species”, though we 
do know of powerful intelligent 
spiritual beings in the form of good 
angels and deceiving devils. Christ 
has promised that in the latter days 
there shall be, “tribulations as were not 
Jrom the beginning of creation which God 
created until now ...there will rise up false 
Christs and false prophets; and they shall 
show signs and wonders, to seduce (if it were 
possible) even the elect.” 

(Mark 12: 20, 22). 


We need to be on our guard, as God 
might allow evil forces the power to 
try to delude us into losing our faith 
in Him, using _ extraordinary 
phenomena, e.g. ‘messages’ 
supposedly received from space. Our 
defence will continue to be our trust 
in Christian doctrines, sound 
philosophy and good science. 
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“Spectrum” 


Sharing some comments and 
opinions from your letters 


“T have been recewing ‘Daylight’ magazine 
jor several years and always find it 
mteresting and wformatwe. Congratulations 


on such a fine publication.” 
M.M, Edinburgh. 


“Thank you for continuing to send me 
‘Daylight’ .... Daylight is always a good 
read, and I like the new look. It beats me 
how anyone can take evolution seriously. 
You'll be aware that some evangelists are 
trying to set up a second school which will 
teach creationism and that Mr Dawkins is 
up in arms! It really matters to him! Oh 
dear...” C.W., Yorkshire. 


“A very good Spring 2004 edition ... May 
God bless your work.” 
M.M., Wolverhampton. 


“T have just recewed with great pleasure issue 
no.34 and I enclose a subscription for 
2004.” A.W, Nottingham 


“Congratulations on format and layout of 
Daylight. Thank you for the work you do for 
the ancient Faith.” 

K.W., Oxfordshire. 


“Thank you for your latest publication. I 
found it very encouraging and interesting. I 
plan to do a few actwities in the not too 


July 2004 


distant future and therefore would be grateful 
if you please put me in touch with anyone in 
my local area who you are in touch with or 
subscribers to Daylight..” 

S.O., Burnley, Lancashire. 


[If you are interested in responding, 
please let me know and I can forward 
information to Mr$.O. — Ed.| 


“Many thanks for the CD on Wallace 
Johnson’s talks on evolution. It rs just what 
I had heard 10 years ago on cassettes. 
Excellent! I will spread it around our 
various youth groups in Asia.” 

Fr. D.C., Singapore. 


“The new ‘Daylight’ was excellent. I read tt 
J.O., Devon. 


with great interest.” 


“I was saddened to learn that fewer than a 
third of those on your mailing list had 
renewed their subs for 2004. Daylight is far 
too good to be allowed to die. I've already 
praised No 33; but No 34 ts in a class of its 
own - masterly.” T.W., Cornwall 


“May we have more specific scientific 
refutation of the difficulties and 
unpossibilties of “Evolution” in specific 
areas - €g. genetics, comparative anatomy, 
palaeontology etc.” Dr A.C., Suffolk 
[The more technical scientific aspects 
are well covered by other creation 
science publications - our 
concern is the Catholic angle. 


main 


Ed] 
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Daylight Number 35 


YOU DON'T HAVE TO GO TO ROME 
TO GET 


INSIDE THE VATICAN 


= A comprehensive, most well informed monthly 
magazine written by Rome-based Journalists and 
Scholars. 


= A 'must have' for all concerned with the role of 
the Holy See in guiding Christian lives. 


« Major Vatican Documents are given as free 
supplements. 


= Beautifully illustrated in full colour. 


For more information and / or a free sample please 
write to us at: 


PO Box 42, Leeds, LS18 4UH, Yorkshire, England. 


Or e-mail us at: phellyer@onetel.com 


Visit us at: www.insidethevatican.com 
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From 


Daylight Origins Society 


Catalogue of Resources (12pp) 


Pamphlets of some popular articles 

Newman Graduate Education reprints 

Creation Research pamphlets 

Details of book: Creation Rediscovered - G,J. Keane 

Wallace Johnson lectures on CD-ROM 

Evolution - Fact or Belief? video 

Details of Drama in the Rocks - section of EFoB video 

Spotlight - brief articles on Origins topics 

Books and booklets from other publishers 

Creation Science Audio-cassettes (available from CV Productions) 
Details of other Creation Science organisations and resources 


Index of Articles 


Daylight 1 - 32 (1991 - 2002) 


Please send SAE (in Britain) for Catalogue and/or Index 


Past issues of Daylight 
(Numbers 1-32 @ 50p each 
33 on, @ £1 each) 


Front cover acknowledgement 

Adam and Eve (detail) 1504 - Albrecht Diirer 

Museum number M.66.33 

Los Angeles County Museum of Art, Art Museum Council Fund 
Photograph ©2003 Museum Associates/ LACMA 


a 


Guiding Principles 
of 
Daylight Origins Society 


"The Teaching Authority of the Church does not forbid 
that, in conformity with the present state of human 
sciences and sacred theology, research and discussions, 
on the part of men experienced in both fields, take place 
with regard to the doctrine of evolution, in as far as it 
inquires into the origin of the human body as coming 
from pre-existent and living matter - for the Catholic 
faith obliges us to hold that souls are immediately created 
by God. However this must be done in such a way that 
the reasons for both opinions, that is, those favourable 
and those unfavourable to evolution, be weighed and 
judged with the necessary seriousness, moderation and 
measure, and provided that all are prepared to submit 
to the judgement of the Church, to whom Christ has given 
the mission of interpreting authentically the 


Sacred Scriptures and of defending the dogmas of faith." 


Encyclical Letter: "Humani Generis", (1950) , Pope Pius 


XII. 


